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Richard Martin
Proe., IX

T™E CCMPETROLLEN BENEMAL
OF THE UNITED BSTATES
WASHINATON, D.C. 0548 .

.

FIL®:  3-187602 . DATE: December 17, 1976

MATTER OF: C 4 & Paper Storage, Inc.

DIGEaT:

Where bidder dou Lot receivu wnd wckr. owlndge siandmént to
IPB and such failure did not result fromw delilerate effort
to.exclude him from copelition, the bid must be rejected
as nonresponiive,

4

.. C&8 Plper Stt}rage, Iuc. (G:S) proteatl the awacd of a
canl:uct by the Government Pt:ln:i.n: Ofrfica (GPO) under IFY' Na. 10646
‘to the Washingtou Storsge & Distribution Ceénter,® Inc. CaS states
that when it submit%ed its bid on the schednled opining date of
Sep_ulbe' 29, 1976, it was inforxed that the opening da‘e had Heen
changed to Scpt-bcr 24, 1976, by an smendment which it never
received,
s |

‘The 'IFB was mailed to 19 ﬂm on September 9, 1976, 1t called
for . unloading railroad freight cars containing paper stock and
tlun*loaclng sud bauling ‘this material by truck:to the GFO warehouse.
Eecaiise the ;hen current contract uxp{red nh Septembet 30, 197€¢, the

- PO decidcd that* 'the optnlng‘daf:e otiginauy slheduled would not
.ptovide, aufficient time to process a contract ac)ard and avoid an

llntnrruption of service. 'l'her..fote, on Septembet 13, 1976, it
sent "to the 19 firme an smeclment changicy the opening date to
September 24, 1976.° By that date, the GPO had teceived only ona
Tesponse wh:lch -declined to bid although it did acknowledge Teceipt
of the amendmen’. The GBD then negotiated a I-month contract with
the contractor wiio had been providing t’ 2 sefvice.

‘ C&S states that it kuows of at lenat’ two ‘other companies
uhich failed to receive the amendment. Altholigh C&S suspects that
the amendment was never mi;ed, the GPO lusists that it was. GPO
.also assarts that the number of bijders on previous contracts was
usually uot so large as to cause surprise at the receipt of no

“"rosponsive bids in this instance.

Cenarally, i a bidder does not receive and acknowledge a
material amenduent to an IFB and auch fafilure is not the result




B-187602

of a 005léioul and dcltbcéitc affoxt to cxcludo‘ihc bidder’ ftcn
patttclpoting in the conpctitton “the bid mist ba rejected as

ponresponsive. Mike Cooke latoroltntion B-1A3349, July 2, 1975,
75-2 CPD 8. In our opinion the record does not indicote that a
deliberate offort was nade to exclude c&v from participating in

" the competition.

~ It is obvious that the problems prascﬁt.d in this case
cld have been avoided by an earlier raleass of the IFS. We
uvuderstand, however, that the GPO was not informed until shortly

before Septamher 9, 1976, that the uoatby rallrcad siding, whose

tamporary cloiing necessitated the hauling service, would not be
reopened at the end of Septeszber as scheduled. .

Accordingly, the protes: is denied.

Acting Comp': ‘roller G»neral
nf the United States






